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Water pact leaves unresolved:
conflicts faces more hurdles

must~ -~ Hearings "Those diverting water other/:
be held and upper than, the state and federal ..~
delta diversions projects clearly have an
addressed., impact. The question is how

¯By VICPOLLARD much. :’~ "
Califomian Sacramento Bureau "

S.ACRAMENTO -- Despite the ° -. Kern water manager Tom Claik~
peace declarations made by every-
one who signed the landmark envi- . " ~.
ronmental agreement for the That is a potentially explosiveclearly have an impa~," says T0r~
Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta on ¯ issue. Clark, manager of the’Kern Cou~.t~
Thursday, some major conflicts re-. Environmentalists and SanWater Agency, "TheqtLestion.is
main that may take a year or moreJoaquin Valley farmers have, longmuch."
to-iron out. contended that water taken out of Partly b~ehuse no one kn~.~

The agreement, which ’set~ limitsthe rivers by farmers in and abovehow much, the upstream Water t~-’
on the amount of water that can be’ the, delta has eontribufed, to theers have not had to reduce, thei~
taken away from farms and cities toworsening.of water qualit~ and thediversions to help solve the°delta~’
protect threatened and endangereddecline of fish species in "the delta,environmental problems. They e6r~
fish in the delta, .is only a policy The chief complaint of valley tend that the problems weren’teve~
statement by state and federalfarmers is that the .two major waternoticed until the two i~rojeets
agencies and major water ~users atprojects which supply them withbuilt and began sucking millions
this point, officials explained, irrigation water from the delta -- acre-feet of water oitt of the

It cannot be fully implementedthe State Water Projeetland theeach year. ’ .... " ’ "
unti1 the State Water Resourcesfederal Central Valley Project -- But the problem iseomplica~.te~J
Control Board conducts a series ofhave so far been held entirely re-by California’s system of wa[e,r,
gearings ~n the e~mplex kss~e ~ Ne.~l~nsible ~r e~rreettng the d~’nagefight~. lg~ny ~ ~e ~e
water rights held by farmers in the by restricting the amount of waterlandowners hold rights to wat~
delta and on the Sacrament6 Riverthey take from the delta, from the rivers that areas old-as
and other delta tributaries in north-_ "Those diverting water otherthe state itself, and the courts have
ern California. than the state and federal projects ’ ~Please turn lo ~h~R I B~

| WATER::. Users ’
may.., share ..... " i
z,-~ntinued-fromB1 -..: ...... ~* ,:          .,
generally held that those rights ~: The l~ig q~’.’on is whether the
can’t be tampered with.-- ¯       .Upstream u~ers, will dig in and fight
. Nevertheless, under the new del- ..or whether ~they’. will join in the

ta agreement, the state water board spirit of cooperation that pr~hced~¯ will begins.hearings in i July on the delta, agreement. So far there.
whether.th~ "senior water rights has been~ little, or no public indiea-

I holders" ~and otherwater users .in tion of what stance they will take,
Northern California should" he"re- but Clark says he is .encouraged by
quired to do their .part for the private talks with some of them.-:.~
delta’s environment.      .~ ~~: ~ . ~They should step up and take a

If they are required to contribute reasonable amount of the responsi-
some water, it would, reduce the bility," Clark said."’My understand,
amount ~that must be given up by ing is that they are willing, to do
valley farms and Southern Califor- that. :.         ’ ¯ .~ ..~.; .~
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